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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: the specification lacks reference to the Up. browser. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and \Nas published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 -4, 6-7, 9-1 6, 1 8-21 . 23-26, 28-31 , 33-34, 36-43, 45-48, 50-53, and 55 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Jamtgaard et al., USPN 
6,430,624 B1 (hereafter referred to as Jamtgaard). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Jamtgaard taught a method comprising: detecting a wireless- 
device capability (column 4, lines 58-66, column 7, lines 13-26). 

5. Regarding dependent claim 2, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a wireless-device 
capability comprises: detecting a WML capable browser (column 4, line 66-column 5, 
line 6). 
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6. Regarding dependent claim 3, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a wireless-device 
capability comprises: detecting a Compact HTML capable browser (column 4, line 66- 
column 5, line 6). 

7. Regarding dependent claim 4, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a wireless-device 
capability comprises: detecting a Pocket IE HTML capable browser (column 4, line 66- 
column 5, line 6). 

8. Regarding dependent claim 6, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a wireless-device 
capability comprises: detecting a commercially available browser (column 4, line 66- 
column 5, line 6). 

9. Regarding dependent claim 7, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a commercially 
available browser comprises: associating a mark-up language with a detected Pocket IE 
browser (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6, column 8, lines 30-35). 

1 0. Regarding dependent claim 9, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a commercially 
available browser comprises: associating a mark-up language with a detected Palm 
Query Application browser (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6, column 8, lines 30-35). 

1 1 . Regarding dependent claim 10, Jamtgaard taught wherein said detecting a 
wireless-device capability comprises: detecting the wireless-device capability via 
scanning of a Hyper Text Transfer Protocol (http) header (column 8, lines 30-35). 

12. Regarding dependent claim 1 1 , Jamtgaard taught presenting, in response to the 
detected wireless-device capability, a message at least partially in audible-presentation 
form, visual-presentation form, or tactile-presentation form (column 8, lines 47-61). 
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13. Regarding dependent claim 12, Jamtgaard taught said presenting, in response to 
the detected wireless-device capability, a message at least partially in audible- 
presentation form, visual-presentation form, or tactile-presentation form comprises: 

formulating message data into a wireless-device-capability-specific message via 
use of at least one wireless-device-capability-specific file set (column 7, line 48-column 
8, line 15). 

14. Regarding dependent claim 13, Jamtgaard taught said formulating message data 
into a wireless-device-capability-specific message via use of at least one wireless- 
device-capability-specific file set comprises: retrieving at least one wireless-device- 
capability-specific XSL file set (column 7, lines 48-58). 

15. Regarding dependent claim 14, Jamtgaard taught said retrieving at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a WML capability- 
specific XSL file set (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6). 

16. Regarding dependent claim 15, Jamtgaard taught wherein said retrieving at least 
one wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a CHTML 
capability-specific XSL file set (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6). 

17. Regarding dependent claim 16, Jamtgaard taught said retrieving at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a Pocket IE HTML 
capability-specific XSL file set (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6). 

18. Regarding dependent claim 18, Jamtgaard taught said formulating message data 
into a wireless-device-capability-specific message via use of at least one wireless- 
device-capability-specific file set comprises: 
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utilizing the at least one wireless-device-capabiiity-specific file set in conjunction 
with an XML representation of the message to create a message appropriate browser 
(column 8, lines 4-17). 

19. Regarding dependent claim 19, Jamtgaard taught said utilizing the at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction with an XML representation of 
the message to create a message appropriate to a browser comprises: 

utilizing the at least one wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction 
with an XML representation of the message to create a message appropriate to a WML 
capable browser (column 8, lines 4-17). 

20. Regarding dependent claim 20, Jamtgaard taught said utilizing the at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction with an XML representation of 
the message to create a message appropriate to a browser comprises: 

utilizing the at least one wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction 
with an XML representation of the message to create a message appropriate to a 
CHTML capable browser (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6, column 8, lines 4-17). 

21 . Regarding dependent claim 21 , Jamtgaard taught said utilizing the at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction with an XML representation of 
the message to create a message appropriate to a browser comprises: 

utilizing the at least one wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction 
with an XML representation of the message to create a message appropriate to a 
Pocket IE HTML capable browser (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6 and column 8, 
lines 4-17). 
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22. Regarding dependent claim 23, Jamtgaard taught said utilizing the at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction with an XML representation of 
the message to create a message appropriate to a browser comprises: retrieving at 
least one wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set (column 7, lines 48-63), 

23. Regarding dependent claim 24, Jamtgaard taught said retrieving at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a WML capability- 
specific XSL file set (column 4, line 66-co)umn 5, line 6). 

24. Regarding dependent claim 25, Jamtgaard taught said retrieving at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a CHTML 
capability-specific XSL file set (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6). 

25. Regarding dependent claim 26, Jamtgaard taught said retrieving at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a Pocket IE HTML 
capability-specific XSL file set (column 4, line 66-column 5, line 6). 

26. Regarding claim 55, Jamtgaard taught a system (column 4, lines 34-36) 
comprising: 

circuitry for detecting a wireless-device capability (column 8, lines 25-35), said 
circuitry selected from an electrical-circuitry group including electrical circuitry having at 
least one discrete electrical circuit, electrical circuitry having at least one integrated 
circuit, electrical circuitry having at least one application specific integrated circuit, 
electrical circuitry forming a general purpose computing device configured by a 
computer program, electrical circuitry forming a memory device, and electrical circuitry 
forming a communications device (column 4, lines 39-47). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

27. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

28. Claims 5, 17, 22, 27, 32, 44, 49, 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jamtgaard in view of Didier Martin, Adapting Content for VoiceXML. 

29. Regarding dependent claim 5, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a wireless-device 
capability comprises: detecting a XML capable browser (column 4, line 66-column 5, 
line 6). 

30. Regarding dependent claim 17, Jamtgaard taught said retrieving at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a XML capability- 
specific XSL file set (column 7, lines 48-58). 

31 . Regarding dependent claim 22, Jamtgaard taught wherein said utilizing the at 
least one wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction with an XML 
representation of the message to create a message appropriate to a browser 
comprises: 

utilizing the at least one wireless-device-capability-specific file set in conjunction 
with an XML representation of the message to create a message appropriate to a XML 
capable browser (column 8, lines 4-17). 
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32. Regarding dependent claim 27, Jamtgaard taught said retrieving at least one 
wireless-device-capability-specific XSL file set comprises: retrieving a XML capability- 
specific XSL file set (column 7, lines 48-63). 

33. As to dependent claims 5, 17, 22 and 27, Jamtgaard does not specifically teach 
voice XML. However, Martin taught translating XML into voice XML (paragraphs 1-2). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made that substituting Martin's adapting XML content into voice XML content would 
have improved system effectiveness. The motivation would have been to transform the 
messages into a format that the recipient device can perceive (Martin, paragraphs 1-2). 

34. Claims 8 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jamtgaard in view of Phone.com, Press Release: GVC Licenses Phone.com 
Up.browser MIcrobrowserfor Mobile Phones in Asia and Europe. 

35. Regarding dependent claim 8, Jamtgaard taught said detecting a commercially 
available browser comprises: associating a mark-up language with a detected browser 
(column 8, lines 25-35). Jamtgaard does not specifically teach the browser is an 
Up.browser. However, Phone.com taught Up.browser (paragraph 4). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
incorporating Phone.com's Up.browser in Jamtgaard's system for content delivery 
would have improved system effectiveness. The motivation would have been to better 
provide wireless Internet services (Phone.com, paragraph 3). 
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36. The language of claims 28-54 is substantially the same as previously rejected 
claims 1-27, above. Therefore, claims 28-54 are rejected on the same rationale as 
previously rejected claims 1-27, above. 



Response to Arguments 

37. Applicants arguments filed April 25, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

38, Applicant argues - "Within the Jamtgaard reference, there does not appear to be 
any teaching of detecting whether a user has wireless capability." 

a. Jamtgaard taught transforming raw data to a format determined by the 
end users device type, information appliance 15, and browsing capabilities 
(column 4, lines 58-67). The device type includes wireless devices (column 5, 
lines 7-14) and the browser capabilities include wireless browsers (column 5, 
lines 1-6). The determination of device type and browser type occurs after a 
request from the end user (column 7, lines 13-25), 

b. In one embodiment of applicant's invention, "detecting a wireless 
capability" is "detecting a commercially available browser", page 11, line 1. 
Jamtgaard taught determining a format recognizable by a destination information 
appliance (column 7, lines 13-25). Jamtgaard's further taught destination 
information appliances execute "commercially available browsers" (column 5, 
lines 3-6). 
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39. Any inquiry concerning this comnnunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrice Winder whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3935. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 10:30 am-7:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Valencia Martin-Wallace can be reached on 571-272-6159. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Patrice Winder 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 



July 1, 2005 



